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Supplementary Table 1. Associations between BMI and P-PFS scores, tested in the clinical and non-clinical samples using sequential multivariable linear regression

models.
. Model 1 (R2=0.57) Model 2 (R2=0.57) Model 3 (R2=0.57) Model 4 (R2=0.56) Model 5 (R2=0.57)
Variable
B p B p B p B p B p
Gender 0.45 0.6 0.48 0.6 0.52 0.5 0.47 0.6 0.46 0.6
Age 1.51 <0.001 1.52 <0.001 1.52 <0.001 1.52 <0.001 1.5 <0.001
Age? -0.01 <0.001 -0.01 <0.001 -0.01 <0.001 -0.01 <0.001 -0.01 <0.001
Education 2.13 0.001 2.1 0.001 2.1 0.001 2.1 0.001 2.1 0.001
Education? 0.08 0.003 0.08 0.003 0.08 0.003 0.08 0.003 0.08 0.003

P-PFS - Aggregate

P-PFS - Food Available

P-PFS - Food Present

P-PFS - Food Tasted




Supplementary Table 2. Associations between group status (clinical vs. non-clinical) and P-PFS scores, tested in the clinical and non-clinical samples using sequential

multivariable logistic regression models.

Model 11 (c=0.96) Model 12 (c=0.96) Model 13 (c=0.96) Model 14 (c=0.96) Model 15 (c=0.96)
Variable 8 OR B OR B OR B OR B OR
P (95% CI) P (95% CI) P (95% CI) P (95% CI) P (95% CI)
02 02 0.2 02 02
Gender ad 0003 (0 o cias o0z o o o0z 0h o e 0002 o002 o s 0002 0 o
17 17 17 17 1.6
Age 05 <001y, OS5I <001 3l 0SL <001 ylo 051 <00l 7o 05 <001 35
0.996 0.996 0.996 0.996 0.996
2 - - _ _ _
Age 0.004 002 (00700 0004 002 o000 0004 003 PR 0004 00200000, 0004 002 o o0l
. 0.6 0.6 0.6 0.6 0.6
Education  -0.57 0040 ()P0 0s4 006 (U0 astooes (D0 s ooes (D0 0sm o oes (000
Education®  0.03  0.03 1.03 003 0.04 1.03 003 0.05 1.03 003 0.03 1.03 003 003 1.03

(1.003-1.06) (1.002-1.06)
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